Application No. 09/905,432 

REMARKS 

In the application claims 1-11, 13-20, 22-27, and 29-33 remain pending. Claims 12, 21, 
and 28 have been canceled without prejudice. Claims 30-33 have been added by amendment. 
Support for claims as added, and the amendments to the claims previously filed, is found in the 
specification, figures, and claims as originally filed. No new matter has been added. 

The reconsideration of the rejection of the claims is respectfully requested. 

In the Office Action claim 5 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as being anticipated by 
Sato (JP Patent No. 10282982). It is respectfully submitted that Sato does not disclose, teach, or 
suggest each and every element of the system now set forth in claim 5. For example, Sato fails 
to disclose, teach, or suggest a karaoke device having an application for reading song lyrics from 
a recorded media and for loading the read song lyrics into a pre-formatted mark-up language 
page that is communicated to a hand-held device which is adapted to display the received mark- 
up language page. For this reason, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of the claim 5 
must be withdrawn. 

In the Office Action claim 1 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as being anticipated by 

Fu (US Patent No. 6,476,871). It is respectfully submitted that Fu does not disclose, teach, or 

suggest each and every element of the system now set forth in claim 1 . For example, Fu fails to 

disclose, teach, or suggest a consumer appliance having an application for reading closed caption 

information from a video signal and for loading the read closed captioning information into a 

pre-formatted mark-up language page that is communicated to a hand-held device which is 

adapted to display the received mark-up language page. It is additionally noted that Fu also fails 

to disclose teach, or suggest the hand-held device periodically transmitting a requests to the 

consumer appliance to receive a refresh of the mark-up language page or the request being 

periodically transmitted at time interval specified within a field within the mark-up language 
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page. For this reason, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of the claim 1 must be 
withdrawn. 

Claims 1-4 and 16-29 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Allport (U.S. Patent No. 6,567,984). It is respectfully submitted that Allport does not disclose, 
teach, or suggest each and every element of the system now set forth in claims 1-4, 16-27 and 29. 
For example, Allport fails to disclose, teach, or suggest a device having an application for 
reading closed captioning information from a video signal and for loading the read closed 
captioning information into a pre-formatted mark-up language page that is communicated to a 
hand-held device which is adapted to display the received mark-up language page. Rather, the 
base station unit (75) of Allport only functions as a "switching station" which redirects data 
received into the base station (75), unaltered , to the TV (80), to the remote control (10), to both, 
or to neither. (Col. 9, lines 34-37). It is further submitted that nothing within Allport discloses, 
teaches, or suggest the claimed hand-held device periodically transmitting a request to the 
consumer appliance to receive a refresh of the mark-up language page or the claimed request to 
receive information being periodically transmitted at a time interval specified within a field 
within the mark-up language page. For this reason, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection 
of the claims 1-4, 16-20, 22-27, and 29 must be withdrawn. 

Claims 2, 4, and 6-15 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being rendered obvious by 

Fu. As noted above, Fu does not disclose, teach, or suggest each and every element of the 

system now set forth in claim 1 and, for this reason, claims 2 and 4 must be deemed allowable. 

With respect to claim 6, Fu, similarly fails to disclose, teach, or suggest a consumer appliance 

having an application for reading movie sub-titles from a recorded media or an application for 

loading the read movie sub-titles into a pre-formatted mark-up language page. Still further, with 

respect to claim 8, Fu cannot be said to disclose, teach, or suggest a system in which a readable 
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representation of an audio track of a playable media is stored in a hand-held device at a time 
prior to a playing of the media (for example, by being downloaded from the Internet or a kiosk) 
or synchronization between the appliance playing the media and the hand-held device having the 
prior stored mark-up language page. Thus, for at least these reasons, the rejection of claims 2, 4, 
6-11, and 13-15 must be withdrawn. 
CONCLUSION 

It is respectfully submitted that the application is in good and proper form for allowance. 
Such action of the part of the Examiner is respectfully requested. Should it be determined, 
however, that a telephone conference would expedite the prosecution of the subject application, 
the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the attorney undersigned. 

The Commissioner is authorized to charge any fee deficiency or credit overpayment to 
deposit account 50-2428 in the name of Greenberg Traurig. 



Date: October 18, 2004 




Greenberg Traurig, LLP 

77 West Wacker Drive, Suite 2500 

Chicago, Illinois 60601 

(312) 456-8449 
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